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Jeff i-iorley, Outlook 
The VJashingtcon Post 
1150 15 St., M¥ 

UasMngtoil, DO 20071 

Dear Jeff, 

Your letter did not come until today. I d like to have time to make a full response 
out with the newest deterioration in my health I do not want to take that much time from 
whet I am trying to do. 

I did not know you had anything to do with the Da ^pntaine piece so x could not as 
you say have bee*) treating you as an idiot. I treated them as mythologizers , not idxsxd 
idiots, and - 1 - do not see how tiiat at best peripheral stuff represents "trying to^gss 
uncover the truth about the assassinations " 

assuming that the ammunition said to have been used in the assassination came from 
bason, and it is only an assumption that the ammo said to have been used , actually was, 
they sell to anyone. CimM ,u ^ how* /WY ^ 

Of all that you could liave used on what certainly was and will be the "difficult 
‘•'asm oi convincing (your) paper* s timid leadership that the assassination must be . >ro— 
pcrly investigated," what you used could hardly have been more poorly chosen and t lie re 
xs and always has been solid work available. ■ ou may have done more harm than good. That 
piece at best has a tidbit about Oswald and no more and it is not about the assassina- 
tion at all. 

i ou talk about those who road the p^ice in advance. Hay I suggest that you could 
hove asked me and gotten a reaction to which you couljd have responded^ Aa&-i-$k§nk_ 
from a single -hasty-rggding-of^-ye tg lottor wi - t^ra hig j fl ±g hter 'to te ll me whaf~To~rotnm 
to--y«u_did not? Yet you say of me, "Your health of knowledge and constructive criticism 
could help them." Is that why the;/ did no:, seek it? 

^-ou 'asr - two-dimensional in this. I try to tell young ones first to ask themselves 

O '-’’ - ask themselv es if something is reasonable and if it passes that test, is it possible. 

Unless they know what I do not (which is to sayjnothing about what they do not know and 

/ ' 

Dave not tried to 1 am) theiK piece flunks both tests. 

j] / 

Hore, that Icyl of stuff does enormous harm precisely because It is so vulnerable 
and of so little meaning. If any, even if true. 

I do not know the La ^ontaines. They have never been in touch with me. But over the 



year's I have been plagued by that land of at best scrimshaw and I’ve a belly full 



/ 



ii'BI records circulated inside the government blowing such stuff up and using it to 

convice others of the official mythology. I0ve wasted countless weeks responding to 

mail about such rot and much time in the' masS~past asnwering reporter questions about 

it. -j-iiis is not the first hurtful tiling to get attention and ou deceive and mislead 
people, including editors. 




any responsible in-depth reporting about the assassinatuon and its investigations 
requires more than being titillated by what is taken to be a provocative record. It does 
require knowledge of a great amount of information that nobody doing any writing in the 
field takes the time to learn about. Host never even ask about it. The La ^ontaines are 



no exception. 

From my perspective selling the editors of the lost something like that gives 
them an Excuse, well they did publish something, and an excuse to stop there, and i 
ignore what does relate to the • ssassination and its investigations • ^ 

Unless you can show me something of real significance that I do not see in what x 
regard as a hurtful and misleading aiticle you have no chance of interesting me in 
their work. Particularly not when the time I have left is so little and there is so 
much I want to get on Reaper. Especially about the gAje at mass of what was so pub- 
lishable and so hurtful. Otherwise it would not have been published. 

I am trying to perfect the record for our history to the degree possible for me. 

If I get anything contradicting what 1 wrote I will put it, as I will you/letter, in the 



file on their article for the record. 

Porliaps their earlier reporting on gun-runners was worthwhile. I've not seen it. 

v 

Hor do I see an;/ connection with the JFK assassination except in the mids of those 

A 

who alchemize theories into fact, those who begin with preconceptions and have made no 
effort to check them out, and those who have not taken or been able to take the time 
to get a good grasp of the fact that has been established to be able to determine "whether 
or not there is any relevance 0 



I had no r eason to even suspect that you had anyt hing to do with the publication 
of that piece. If I had I'd have written you privately. All I knew about it in advance 
is that when J im Lcsar phoned -4.1 and I answred the pone he told me it was coining, in 

A 4 

the sense that he regarded it as important. 

At best, two-dimensional and not an assassination story. 

cx 

live you any idea how all this guff confuses people even more thalKlthe official 

*■> ^ 
mythology does; Or how that helps the immune to now official miscreants. 

I saw no story in today’s paper about Revell's firing. If you have anything on 
that I'll appreciate it. For file. I'fcfe had nothing to do with him. 

I've just gotten the Posner paperback. If when he is back Frank wants to iiavo some 
fun, I can help Mm. I've made just a few small checks. I probably will not do any more. 
But lie not only makes no refutation of anything in $ase Open, although he did make a major 
change over it,, ty/hat little he says about me in his note for that edition is to Ms know- 
ledge false. Case Open is my fifth book to begin with commerj^al publication, once in 
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and my commercial reprints are also five. Rather than dismal,# sales the first 



F 



of V/Mtewnsh was 250,000, reprinted three times amd for sM month 

filnn/y am>l' nf n«n_-F4 — -D j. ... . , / . /T ‘-‘ uuou 



onij. oesr-sellxng work oi non-fiction. Best wishes. 
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